Date and authorship of the work	liii
came to be regarded as a typical litterateur and patron of learning. As
such it is perhaps no serious tour de force to. assume that the later
author of the Vikramacarita chose Bhoja as the discoverer of the throne
of Vikrama, making him in a way Vikrama's successor.
I was at first inclined to think there was no serious obstacle in the
way of the above-mentioned theory, that the Vikramacarita was com-
posed in the time of Bhoja. But I am now inclined to attach greater
importance to an objection raised by Weber himself (p. 195). In the
7th story, a work is referred to by the name of the Danakhancla or
Gift-chapter, in JR, while SR goes further and mentions Hemadri as
the author of this work. Evidently SR, and presumably JR also,
referred to the Danakhanda of Hemadri's Caturvargacintamani. This
would seem to make it certain that SR and JR in their present forms
were composed not earlier than the 13th century, when Hemadri
lived. It is true that neither MR nor BR contain this allusion. (BR,
as it happens, omits the entire passage where it occurs, so that nothing
can be argued from.its silence.) But the agreement of SR and JR is
a very strong indication that the passage was in the original; if not,
we should have to suppose that they both inserted the same reference
at just the same place, altho there is no more reason a priori or re-
ferring to the Danakha$da here than at any of the large number of
other places at which extensive almsgiving is mentioned. For there is
absolutely no reason to believe that SR and JR are descended from a
common archetype more recent than the original Vikramacarita itself.
Probably, then, we shall have to abandon the attractive hypothesis
that the work was a panegyric of Bhoja composed at his court (to
which I gave my adherence AJP. 33.£5£). The strong indication that
the writer of the original Vikramacarita knew Hemadri* s work makes
it safer to say that it dates from a time not earlier than the 13th century.
I know of no way of determining the date more accurately. The
only other literary work which we can prove to have been known to
the original author is the Vetalapancavingati, whose frame-story is
told in all versions in Ilia, and in all but JR (and VarR) in 31. But
the date of this work is quite undetermined, and at any rate it was
certainly older than the llth century, since Somadeva (who lived
then) includes a version of it in his Kathasaritsagara. Individual
recensions of the Vikramacarita mention various other works of
Sanskrit literature, such as the Arthagastra of Cap.akya, the Pan-
catantra, and Kamandakf s Nltisara. The Southern Recension quotes
the first verse of Bhavabhuti's Malatimadhava (SR. 26.5). But, aside

